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Mr. HtrUsd Bartholomew 
Chair matt 

National Capital Plaanittg Commis* loo 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr, Bartholomew: 

Thank you for your letter mi lb December 1S5-3 with which you 
transmitted (1) the report and recommendation prepared by a Con: - 
irittee of the National Capital Plaanittg Commission, *nd (2) % re 
port and recommendations of the National Capital Regional Planning 
Council, together with state meats of certain local planning agencies. 

I am, of coarse, disappointed in the Adverse action t« cn by 
the National Capital Planning Commission in a vote of ft U 5 against 
our proposal to locate the headquarter? of the Central Intelligence 
Agency »t Langley, particularly in view of the earlier action of the 
National Capital Regional Planning Council to approve of the L <ngley 
site by a vote of 5 to 3. 

Members at my *tai/ and our consultants have carefully re 
viewed the reports you have submitted, together with the accompany- 
ing recommendations, and it is requested that your Commission re- 
view further our proposal to establish a new headquarters for the 
Central Intelligence Agency at Langley the most suitable site that 
we have found and the one which will best enable us to carry out the 
important mission that the Congress c the United States has cn* 
trusted to us. 

Our authorisation and appropriation were obtained with the 
clear understanding that while we were exempted from ’dispersal' 
we would at the same time definitely not locate in the District of 
Columbia but, rather, <m the triage o l the metropolitan -are a of 
greater Washington. It is important to us to have the Agency head* 
quarters situated an the west side of the Potomac in order to con- 
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Other major factors that were taken into consideration in our 
report to you included the accessibility ol the site to several key 
points, generally in the Northwest L isirict of t olumbia and adjacent 
Virginia areas as well as accessibility or convenience to the homes 
oi the majority of the Agency personnel. 

«’»* recognise the high residential value of the area surround - 
ing the Government *owned reservation of 7**i. 5 acres at x. angle y. 

would wish to keep this surrounding area as it is, lor to do so 
would better suit our own requirements tor a semi-rural setting for 
the CIA headquarter*. 

* or reasons heretofore given, we believe that the character of 
the surrounding lands may be preserved lor residential us# as a 
community of low density, single family houses. there is no mate- 
rial evidence that our development would eventually disrupt the 
entire community and require residential densities oi land use and 
commercial development of a nature not dreamed of when the long 
rang© plans for the development of f airier C ounty were drawn up, 


In our representations to the Commission we indicated clearly 
that approximately 73 per cent oi the automobiles (3, CbC cars) 
going to and from the wangle y site would use the proposed George 
Washington Memorial Parkway; approximately 25 per cent oi the 
automobiles (l, COO car*) ol residents of Virginia would use the west 
entrance to the .Reservation from Route 123, This means that the 
large majority oi the ClA employees would enter and leave the site 
on the Potomac River or Parkway side of the Reservation and there- 
by have little or no contact with the surrounding community. We 
shall provide attractive cafeterias in the development for our em- 
ployees so that there will be no need lor them to leave the Reserva- 
tion during the luncheon recess; in other words, there will be no 
need for shops and for other commercial development on the peri- 
phery of the Reservation to serve our employees; in fact, we would 
prefer none. 

As we see it, this proposed development oi ours at ^ angle y 
is not an ordinary type that planners may place in a category which 
fits the pattern of other concentrations o i people brought together 
tor eight hours a day. 1 he proponents and the objectors to the use 
of the i_ angle y site for the CIA headquarters have expressed their 
views with respect to the nature oi the impact oi this development 
upon the surrounding areas. believe that this is a very special 
problem and, as such it is our considered judgment that the CIA 
can use lands already owned by the Government in the manner we 
have described so that the presence oi this Agency at i-angley will 
become an asset rather than a liability to the surrounding community. 
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itne ever) possible aid ta this end, And, in these circum- 
stances, we believe that the result will he acceptable to the large 
majority ai person* who, tor ©a* reason another, have expressed 
an interest in this matter. The *aci that the oKicUl* oi the County 
and a substantial majority ©£ the people *i the County desire to have 
us located at the Langley site seems, in a large measure, to prove 
our point. I am sure that you are aware m the results o* the poll 
taken by Congressman Broyhill which indicate that 71.3 per cent 
the voters ©I Fairfax County Savor locating CIa at *. angle y with 
only 17 . 9 per cent opposing it, and ft. h per cent having no opinion. 

It is also sigaliicant that each o£ the seven magisterial districts 
heavily tavor locating CIA at Langley and in the c-ranasvkUe district, 
which includes i angle y, voters favor this site by a 1789 to 51 t 
margin. 

The prognostications with respect to the result of Impact are 
largely conjectural. I believe that our argument is predicated upon 
realistic observations that lit into the very special situation which 
involves the proposed move «at the CIA to Langley. **« set «c reason, 
lor example, why the present sotting is necessarily susceptible to 
successful downgrading by determined speculative interests, ' <-r 
that the location of CIA at Langley will necessarily stimulate urban 
developments with explosive and detrimental iorce in violent « ©nil let 
with the Master Flan. 'The area surrounding the Government Heserva- 
tion at Langley will develop more houses, whether or not the CIA is 
situated there. I say this because the area is not distant iron, the City 
oi .. anhington and with the arterial improvements and the installation 
oi the approved sewer lines in the iHmmil dun water shed, growth is 
inevitable. Both of these improvements were planned long before 
CIA contemplated going to Langley. Any ‘ impact resulting in a rise 
in land values when forcing ' soaing and: regulatory changes, to permit 
high cost improvements, residential and commercial, in order that 
the tax increases would he sui tie lent to carry the. burden of improve - 
meats. ’ will he because of ths normal development ©i the area which 
wa» already preparing ior an increased population long before tuc 
CIA project at Langley was considered. The CIA contemplate » pay* 
i»g the prevailing rate* charged by the local municipalities and by 
the private utility corporations for service* provided, la it not true 
that the live 'year old Master Flan {Comprehensive Plan i or the 
National Capital and its 1 nviroas) is a guide, and as #u«h must be 
reviewed periodically to adjust its sights to new times, conditions 
and the needs of the Community? Wo doubt there will be change*, 
for no Master Plan can remain static in the light ot the changes that 
are taking place now and that will take place even without ClA at 
L angle y. 
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c«rylaed who sight ma Chain bridge m the «mt direct route 
to the ianglay site. It clearly above that the traffic 

oaf our as^lxayeea, who gsi^Ssb use ted* bridge, plus tbs present 
traffic wuU not easoeoi the rated capacity of Chain bridge. aince 
t&s ifiprowaaeate to JS^ lsridg@ are ilready saiar Gootraet and 
the c»bb traction of the Aveaaus bridge is assured, we 

satin believe that m tax m the iapact of CIA traffic atom is 
corm& m &m effectively use the IaaKiey site with only those 
bridge and road ijt^w^mats as outlined. V our carwailtonts . 

She position taken by the carara&ssios aoema to bnm been 
based an tew primary factors; the potential bspsct oa the arm aid 
the mtesasiw construction and tn®awaaexrt» of access highways 
and bridges. I believe this position to be basically ineo®ffl«tes*t, 
aiacse the omission apparently believes, oa tie one bimd, that 
there will be a aajor relomtim of our j«a*aom*l rwealtAng la & 
feraaondatts impact upon the erect isurrouadlng the iangbsy site, 
while, on the other hand, it declares a necessity far axtetmlw M- 
prewaatmts to hi#seay@ and bridges predisated the assumption 
that the great sajority of our people will rmu&xx where they pres- 
catly reside, thereby fore lag a vast highway comtraation program, 
'^on if the high***/ construction and iq^rtmaaeats your Conai anion 
has specified as alnhauet to provide access to the Lesley site were 
necessary, we could not *t the son* tins accept the prates® that 
the area would be subjected to the impact which you visualize. 

&K3T GcBSaiitee raised questions concerning the smUaMlity 
of mtfflr supply and sewage disposal. I have ussurencee from the 
City of Falls Churcb that they will deliver an adequate supply of 
minor to the is a&Ley site. Oor ocessultant's report, dated 25 Oct# 
b«r 125!? > sad their «^Lw»aatnry letter, dated 12 Deeeater 1955 , 
net forth, clearly the whole qaestian related to sewage disposal • 
talxtax. County bos agreed to provide an adequate plant to tube mxa 
of their am needs and thorn of the CIA., and, m I have already 
indicated, it is anticipated teat the Agency will pay the custaaary 
t^aa^ea set forth in the Gauntr** rate schedule, tosgsrteier with the 
eastoKury quarterly service dsarges. 

la By Judgaeat and that of our consultants, I4*e iaagley site 
is the best available one that will serve our psapeem ade^tely. 

A site in the abrtbwwrt quadrant of the grassier >nahiagtcm arm would, 
be asoe t convenient to the bosses of the majority of tew mmbmra of 
«swr staff, ’iberefor®, the location of tew ClA at Langley would elia- 
imte the necessity of having our aa^lcpeas go through downtown 
•aahlngtcw sad other coagntotesd arms torln® the acraiiag and mm n~ 
lag rush boar®. 3be iaaglesy site is Biratagi c^lly situated, in that 
it will be at one of the iaportesat <n^waroads on tbs proposed Outer 
loop. I swsi consider tee site saleeUoa broblna tnm a lneg 
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rug« point of view with due consideration of the interest and re- 
quirement* of CIA a* well a* the interest of the Washington Metro- 
politan Area Comprehensive Flan. 

A* you know, we have considered this matter with you since 
i* ehruary ©1 1955, and 1 am appreciative of the time and considera- 
tion which the Commission has given to it. However, unless I can 
mnhe n final decision at a very early date ae to the location oi the 
building so that preliminary plans and cost estimates caa he pres- 
ented to the Congress during this session, I am fearful that the 
entire project may he delayed for at least another year. Accordingly, 
may I request that the Commission reconsider this matter at its 
* ehruary meeting and make its final report as soon thereafter as 
possible. ke and our consultants, Messrs. Clarke and Kapuano, 
stand ready at any time to assist in any possible way. while no 
additional formal presentation seem# to be necessary, 1 believe 
that it would he beneficial to have Messrs. Clarke and Kapuano, and 
representatives of this Agency, present at your meeting in order to 
try to answer any questions which ths Commission may wish to ask. 

1, of course, leave this entirely to your Judgement. 

Sincerely, 


N 

Allen W. Dulles 
Director 
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